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* .October 28, 1970

$ i

Kr. Herb Finch . * . : : :
Reilly Tar and Chemical ca:zpany ’ . '

7205 Walkexr Sireet _ ‘ :
8t. ouls Frark., Minnesota 55826 °

Paiag

Dear Mr. Pinch: - o ' |

« Your plans containing a diagram of your proposed oil geparator -

. datad September 24, 1970 and the plan showing the sewer
connection to the City sewer have been reviewed. I also have !
your letters dated October 5 and October 6, 1970. We have :
aow received an answer from the Metropolitan Sewer Board i
on your dischaxge reguirements.
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The proposed o0il separator is approved if it will meet the
Metropolitan Sewer Board rveguirement of not more than 100
milligraas of oil per liter of discharge into the c.‘.ty sanitary
sewer. A gampling point sust be provided.

The Metropolitan Sewer Board will not establish a spec:.f:.c
phenol discharge Trequirement. However, the wastes containing
phenol and phencol like materials must be discharged into the
City system at a uniform rate over a 24 hour period. This
may require a holding tank for these wastes or slow discharge
fror their point of orgin. This also may require certain
‘dinmeter discharge piping with welded connections or other
means to assure slow, uniform discharge. We would also need
a metex on the discharge pipe of the final lift station

that punps into the city sewer.
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The proposed plan for the sewer connections from scme of the
buildings to the one sump, through the separator, and then
into another sump to the City sanitary sewer is approved.
.We do note that several buildings are not connected to the
oll saparator system including the autoclave building. What
happens with the waste drippage from this building? Aall
waste must be intercepted and piped to the 0il separator.
You note a maximum flow of 200 Ppm. However, I am wondering
i€’ the existing collection system will prevent infiltration
with othior waste water particularly storm water. I recall
.that some of the existing manholes would not prevent storm
water infiltration.

These plans for connection to the City sanitary sewer must
‘also ba related to your diking and ponding of storm water
as discussed in our letter of June 5, 1970. I am wondering
whethexr or not this matter has been given any conszderation.
. Ploase contact us if t.here are any questions.-

Very tr_ul’y yours,

Maynard T. ‘Kaya
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Water and Sewer Supe:i.ntendent
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